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The waterfront protection game asked participants to use a kit of parts to protect a stretch of hypothetical waterfront with a The activity tasked participants with weighing the benefits and drawbacks of the

constrained budget. Protection took the form of wall, berm, elevated open space, and development. Protective measures had protective approach they chose to take. Participants brought their own biases with

different abstracted costs and development came with incentive credit to purchase non-development protective measures. All regards to development, types of open space, and waterfront access but evaluated their

components of the kit of parts were considered to equally protect against flood events (including sea level rise) and to be schemes on the same criteria provided to them by the designh team. Each of the elements

equally adaptive. Otherwise, each component had different evaluation criteria in five other categories. (flood wall, berm, open space, development) were given ‘scores’ for each of the criteria
and the total score of any given scheme was tallied. The average scores for all schemes
created during the meeting is shown here. 5/5
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